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D. O'Connor; Prof. M. Farrell; Dr. R. Breen; Mr. K.D. 
Adams; Prof. G.D. Xistris; Dean S. French 


Call to order 


The meeting was called to order at 2:10 p.m. 


Dr. O’Brien advised that this was a special meeting to deal with undergraduate 
curriculum changes for 1980/81. 


He explained that as a matter of convenience, the various curriculum changes 
would be considered in the order in which they happened to be dealt with in the 
Report from U.C.C.C. (DOC-US-79-8-D]l). His intention was to ask Professor 
Whitelaw to speak to the introductory part of the Report, which as it happened, 
was not related to specific proposals from any one Faculty. He would then ask 
each Dean to present the curriculum change proposals from their respective 
Faculties, followed in each instance by Professor Whitelaw's presentation Of the 
comments of U.C.C.C. Dr. O’Brien reminded Senators that, unless particular 
circumstances dictated otherwise, the motion which Senate usually passes with 
respect 'to curriculum changes, was that the curriculum change be approved, 
subject to amendments or comments of U.C.C.C. 
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Undergraduate Curriculum Changes - 1980/81 


Curriculum Coordinating Committee Report - Introductory Section 


Professor Whitelaw presented and explained the Introduction and Summary, and 
the Comments and Recommendations of the Report from U.C.C.C. (Sections I 
and II, document US-79-8-Dl). IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. WHITELAW, 
SECONDED BY MR. LAJOIE, THAT RECOMMENDATION I OF THE 
U.C.C.C. REPORT ( PAGE 3, DOCUMENT US-79-8-Dl), BE APPROVED. 
MOTION CARRIED - 


Commerce and Administration 


As noted in the U.C.C.C. Report ( Section III, A., document (US-79-8-D])), a 
Certificate and Minor in Marketing Research has already been approved by Senate 
and there were no further changes apart from minor modifications to prerequisites. 
Engineering and Computer Science 


Prof. Giguere, in presenting the curriculum changes in Engineering and Computer 
Science, advised that the Computer Science Committee of Senate met yesterday 
and except for a minor change, endorsed the recommendations in items 111, .15 
and .16,(page 3, document US-79-8-D2). The minor change was that Comp. C362 
(item .15, Section I, document US-79-8-D2,) was to be deleted and an additional 
item .17 was to be added - "Delete laboratory for Comp. C362". Accordingly, the 
clause "Subject to approval by the Computer Science Committee of Senate". could 
now be removed. 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. GIGUERE, SECONDED BY PROF. 
WHITELAW, THAT THE CURRICULUM CHANGES IN ENGINEERING 
AND COMPUTER SCIENCE (DOC-US-79-8-D2,AS CHANGED)9 BE 
APPROVED, SUBJECT TO THE COMMENTS OF U.C.C.C. 
(DOC-US-79-8-Dl). 


- MOTION CARRIED - 


Fine Arts 


Prof. Gross, in presenting and explaining the curriculum changes in Fine Arts, 
(DOC-US-79-8-D3), noted the following corrections: 


79-8-6 


page 2, second paragraph, add "in existence," at the end of line 2; 


page 2, second paragraph, line 6 - the word "none, to be changed to 
"more"; 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. WHITELAW, SECONDED BY PROF. GROSS, 
THAT RECOMMENDATION III, ITEMS A), B), C), and D), (PAGE 8, 
REPORT FROM U.C.C.C.-DOCUMENT US79-8-Dl), BE APPROVED. 


Dr. O’Brien explained that if the motion was passed, it would have the affect of 
approving all of the curriculum change proposals in Report # 18 from the Faculty 
of Fine Arts (document US-79-8-D3 , as corrected). With respect to the Major in 
Modern Dance, which was approved by Senate in May 1979, it was explained 
that the programme had been designed in a way to allow students to be able to 
transfer into it after having completed the first year of a Fine Arts programme at 
another University. That was, it was designed in such a way that it would not 
necessarily require a specific three year sequence of dance courses, which would 
have made it necessary to take three years in order to complete the programme. In 
response to a question concerning the course number for Dance 230 
(Choreography I), it was explained that it was definitely not a first level course 
and it was possible that the course had been incorrectly numbered. It was agreed 
that the course number be checked and if it was discovered that the number was in 
error, it would be corrected. 


THE MOTION WAS VOTED ON AND WAS CARRIED. 


Arts and Science 


Concerning the curriculum changes in Arts and Science (document US-798-D4 and 
Addendum), Dr. O’Brien suggested that, following comments from Dean 
Chaikelson and Prof. Whitelaw, it would be useful to break the discussion up, in 
so far as was possible, into appropriate sections. He also drew Senate's attention 
to page 21 of the U.C.C.C. Report (DOC-US-79-8-DI), which contained a 
summary of some of the outstanding issues raised by the Curriculum Coordinating 
Committee. 


Dean Chaikelson explained that the U.C.C.C. Report (DOC-US-79-8-Dl) 
basically summarized the major curriculum changes in Arts and Science. She 
advised however, that points | and 2, page 22, of the U.C.C.C. Report were 
tabled and have not been approved by the Arts and Science Faculty Council, but 
that point 3, concerning the School of Community and Public Affairs, was 
approved. 


Prof. Whitelaw, in presenting and explaining the U.C.C.C. Report on the Arts and 
Science curriculum changes (DOC-US-79-8-Dl), advised that the changes 
represented the end of the major overhaul of the curriculum, resulting from the 
merger in the Faculty of Arts and Science. 


Senate agreed that the curriculum changes in the Faculty of Arts and Science be 
considered department by department. 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN CHAIKELSON, SECONDED BY PROF. 
WHITELAW, THAT THE CURRICULUM CHANGES IN APPLIED SOCIAL 
SCIENCE (DOC-US-79-8-D4), BE APPROVED, SUBJECT TO THE 
COMMENTS OF U.C.C.C. (DOC-US-79-8-D]). 


- MOTION CARRIED - 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN CHAIKELSON, SECONDED BY PROF. 
WHITELAW, THAT THE CURRICULUM CHANGES IN BIOLOGICAL 
SCIENCES (DOC-US-79-8-D4), BE APPROVED, SUBJECT TO THE 
COMMENTS OF U.C.C.C. (DOC-US-79-8-D]). 


- MOTION CARRIED - 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN CHAIKELSON, SECONDED BY PROF. 
WHITELAW, THAT THE CURRICULUM CHANGES IN BIO-PHYSICAL 
EDUCATION, (DOC-US-79-8-D4), BE APPROVED, SUBJECT TO THE 
COMMENTS OF U.C.C.C., (DOC-US-79-8-D]). 


- MOTION CARRIED - 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN CHAIKELSON, SECONDED BY PROF. 
WHITELAW, THAT THE CURRICULUM CHANGES IN CHEMISTRY 
(DOC-US-79-8-D4), BE APPROVED, SUBJECT TO THE COMMENTS OF 
U.C.C.C. (DOC-US-79-8-Dl). 


With respect to the issue of whether a particular course could be credited towards 
a program in general or towards the concentration component in that programme, 
Prof. Whitelaw urged that for future submissions, attention be paid to the 
terminology in so far as various levels of exclusion were concerned. 


- THE MOTION WAS VOTED ON AND WAS CARRIED - 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN CHAIKELSON, SECONDED BY PROF. 
WHITELAW, THAT THE CURRICULUM CHANGES IN CLASSICS 


(DOC-US-79-8-D4), BE APPROVED, SUBJECT TO THE COMMENTS OF 
U.C.C.C. (DOC-US-79-8-Dl). 


It was noted that Clas. C350[3] and C351[3] should be added to the courses listed 
on line 4 of the B.A. Minor in Classical Studies programme (page 10, 
DOC-US-79-8-D2). 


THE MOTION, TO APPROVE THE CHANGES, AS CORRECTED, WAS 
VOTED ON AND WAS CARRIED. 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN CHAIKELSON, SECONDED BY PROF. 
WHITELAW, THAT THE CHANGES IN COMMUNICATION STUDIES 
(DOC-US-79-8-D4), BE APPROVED, SUBJECT TO THE COMMENTS OF 
U.C.C.C. (DOC-US-79-8-Dl). 


Prof. Whitelaw drew Senate's attention to the matter of “above average standing”, 
pointing out that U.C.C.C. was concerned with the meaning of the phrase and the 
Committee has suggested that perhaps it should be changed to "high standing”. 
The Committee felt that there was a kind of a mathematical implication with the 
term "above average standing", whereas "high standing" would possibly allow for 
greater scope in terms of arbitrary decisions, if such was wished. 


It was suggested that perhaps in future, "above average standing" and "high 
standing" might be replaced by "a better average" or something along that line, 
which would allow students who were not quite sure if they had the necessary 
standing, to determine their eligibility simply by looking at their transcripts. 


Prof. T. Adley, Assistant Dean, Faculty of Arts and Science, stated that he was 
prepared to communicate with the Communication Studies Department in an 
attempt to resolve this, hopefully in time for publication in the 1980/81 Calendar. 
The intent would be to possibly get a more precise definition of what was meant 
by "above average standing." 


Dr. O’Brien stated that the problem would be worked on and presumably 
resolved. 


- THE MOTION WAS VOTED ON AND WAS CARRIED - 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN CHAIKELSON, SECONDED BY PROF. 
"WHITELAW, THAT THE CHANGES IN ECONOMICS (DOC-US-79-8-D4), 
BE APPROVED, SUBJECT TO THE COMMENTS OF U.C.C.C. 
(DOC-US-79-8-Dl). 


- MOTION CARRIED - 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN CHAIKELSON, SECONDED BY PROF. 
WHITELAW, THAT THE CHANGES IN EDUCATION (DOC-US-79-8-D4 
AND ADDENDUM), BE APPROVED, SUBJECT TO THE COMMENTS OF 
U.C.C.C. (DOC-US-79-8-Dl). 


Concern was voiced over the decision to change the title of "Androgogy" courses 
to "Adult Education " courses, which it was felt, was destined to create confusion 
in the minds of everyone. 


It was explained that the purpose of the decision was in fact to reduce confusion, 
in that "Andragogy" was a term not often used in North America, whereas "Adult 
Education" was widely used on this Continent. 


Responding to a question concerning resource implications, ' Dr. O’ Brien 
explained that the procedure was for him to ask the Deans to identify those 
propositions which may involve resource implications at the University level. The 
changes in Education were not included in the list forwarded to him and 
consequently the implication was that if there were resource implications for these 
changes, they would be absorbed within the resources of the Faculty of Arts and 
Science. 


With respect to the U.C.C.C. comment in the second paragraph in item 8.2 (page 
12, DOC-US-79-8-Dl), Prof. Whitelaw wondered whether Senate would be 
prepared to allow an entry to be placed in the 1980/81 Calendar concerning the 
modifications requested by the Ministry of Education, listing the modifications as 
being tentative, and subject to the approval of Senate and the Ministry of 
Education. 


Dr. O’Brien advised that Prof. Whitelaw's suggestion concerned something that 
was really outside the motion that was before Senate. He suggested that the 
motion be dealt with and if Prof. Whitelaw was prepared to form an appropriate 
motion on the matter which he raised, it could then be considered by Senate. 


THE MOTION WAS VOTED ON AND WAS CARRIED. 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. WHITELAW, SECONDED BY DEAN 
CHAIKELSON, THAT SENATE AUTHORIZE THE INCLUSION IN THE 
1980/81 UNDERGRADUATE CALENDAR, OF TENTATIVE 
MODIFICATIONS TO THE SPECIALIZATION OF EARLY CHILDHOOD 
EDUCATION PROGRAMME, TO BE ACCOMPANIED BY AN 
INDICATION THAT THESE ARE SUBJECT TO APPROVAL OF SENATE. 


- MOTION CARRIED - 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN CHAIKELSON, SECONDED BY PROF. 
WHITELAW, THAT THE CHAINGES IN ENGLISH (DOC-US-79-8-D4), BE 
APPROVED, SUBJECT TO THE COMMENTS OF U.C.C.C.. 
(DOC-US-79-8-Dl). 


Concern was voiced over the question of an appropriate background for entry into 
English C 236 and the question of Jurisdiction over English C 411, as noted in 
items 9.1 of the U.C.C.C. Report (pages 12 and 13, DOC-US-79-8-Dl). 


It was proposed that the two courses be referred to the Joint Curriculum 
Committee on Film, which had been established some time ago to scrutinize 
recommendations emanating from Cinema and Communication Studies, for 
consideration. 


Senate's attention was drawn to Recommendation IV, b), of the U.C.C.C. Report 
(page 21, DOC-US-79-8-Dl), which proposed a "study of the possibility of 
proliferation of courses in the University in the script-writing area and 
determination of the total permissible number of credits in this area." It was 
pointed out that that Recommendation was included in the motion that was now 
before Senate and although it was not exactly clear as to how that study was to 
take place, it was presumed that that was a point which would be followed up by 
U.C.C.C. 


It was pointed out that there was another very serious and obvious dimension to 
the issue, which was the problem of the overlap of Faculties. It was suggested that 
a formal mechanism be established, other than a joint committee to deal with a 
specific overlap, such as the Joint Curriculum Committee on Film, to deal with the 
problem of duplication between Departments and between Faculties, particularly 
with respect to resources. 


It was argued that there was not an overlap between the scriptwriting course in 
English and the scriptwriting course as offered in the Faculty of Fine Arts. 
Further, the emphasis and approach in Communication Studies, for example, was 
a practical and work oriented one, while the approach in the Creative Writing 
Division of the English Department was far more theoretical. 


With respect to English C 236 (Literature and Film,) it was argued that the 
description of the course placed it squarely within the purview of English 
Literature. It was further stated that the course was viewed by the Department as 
one that would have stringent academic standards and yet would appeal to the 


general student. Consequently, it was argued that it would not require the 
pre-requisites suggested in item 9.1 of the U.C.C.C. Report (page 12, 
DOC-US79-8-D]). In addition, it would be difficult to find a student in our culture 
who did not have a background appropriate for the course. 


Dr. O’Brien explained that the motion that was now before Senate did not cast 
any immediate doubts on any of the courses that existed or are proposed. 
Specifically, the English courses which were the basis of the discussion, would be 
approved if the motion was passed. However, what would also take place would 
be that a study would be organized and he suggested that it should be understood 
that the Curriculum Coordinating Committee would propose a manner in which 
this study could take place, either to the interested parties or if necessary, to 
Senate itself. Courses in Fine Arts, such as Film Studies C 324 ( Film Script 
Analysis ), would also tend to find themselves within the scope of that study. In 
fact, Dr. O’ Brien suspected that any course that had either the word "film" or 
"script" appearing anywhere in its course description, would end up being looked 
at. 


Responding to a question, Dr. O’ Brien confirmed that the thrust of the proposal 
was that it would not only be the English courses that would be evaluated, but it 
would also include all courses that have "script-writing" in their course 
description. That was, it was among the range of possibilities that we might very 
well have a recommendation from such a committee that Fine Arts or 
Communication Studies should get out of the literature business. 


With respect to the request that the note "Cinema students must have written 
permission of the Cinema Section" be added to the course descriptions of English 
C411 and Comm. Studies C 305 and C 333, (last sentence, third paragraph, page 
13, document US-79-9-D]), it was explained that this was more or less a statement 
for information and would remain such, unless or until the Faculty of Arts and 
Science decided to include it in the course descriptions. 


With respect to Recommendation IV, C), (page 21, document US-79-8-D]),Prof. 
T. Adley advised that he has received a response from the English Department 
which, in so far as he was concerned, satisfactorally resolved the points raised by 
U.C.C.C. 


It was pointed out that the response from the English Department on the question 
of a pre-requisite for English C 236, was, in effect, that there would be no 
pre-requisite. 


It was argued that English C 236 was, in fact, a first year, two hundred level 
course, and it would be difficult to imagine what sort of a pre-requisite could be 
generated for it. 


Again concerning Recommendation IV, b), (page 21, document US-79-8-D)), it 
was wondered who would decide whether or not the conditions spelled out in the 
Recommendation have been met, so that the courses may or may not be included 
in the Calendar. That was, was the recommendation that the decision be left with 
U.CE.C2 


Dr. O’Brien advised that that was an issue that Senate could decide for itself. 
These circumstances arise in a small number of Departments when, for whatever 
reason, there has not been enough time for the exchange of questions and answers 
between U.C.C.C., the Department, and the Faculty. One would hope that in 
future, with the conclusion of the programme reformulation in Arts and Science, 
there would be enough time to complete that process. He noted that in many of 
the points the issue, was a suggestion rather than a requirement of the University 
Curriculum Coordinating Committee, but a suggestion to which there has been no 
time, as yet, for any response. 


An amendment was suggested whereby the conditions outlined in 
Recommendation IV, b), (document US-79-8-Dl), be retained, subject to U.C.C.C. 
coming back to Senate in two weeks with its recommendations. This would allow 
the debates on those issues still unresolved, to take place in a smaller body and it 
would also mean that the debate going on at today's Senate meeting might be 
somewhat shortened. 


Dr. O’Brien explained that the effect of the above suggested amendment, if it and 
the main motion were passed, would be that everything in the proposals from the 
English Department which were not involved in the five or six points raised in 
Recommendation IV, b), (document US-79-8-DI), would be approved. Those five 
or six points would in effect be held in suspense for two weeks and Senate would 
receive a report on the matter at its meeting of October 26, 1979. 


AN AMENDMENT WAS MOVED BY PROF. GIGUERE, SECONDED BY 
PROF. KIRPALINI, THAT THE CONDITIONS OUTLINED IN 
RECOMMENIDATION IV, B), (DOC-US-79-8-Dl), BE RETAINED, 
SUBJECT TO U.C.C.C. COMING BACK TO SENATE IN TWO WEEKS 
WITH A REPORT AND RECOMMENDATIONS. 


- AMENDMENT CARRIED - 


THE MAIN MOTION AS AMENDED, WAS VOTED ON AND WAS 
CARRIED - 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN CHAIKELSON, SECONDED BY PROF. 
WHITELAW, THAT THE CURRICULUM CHANGES IN FRENCH 
(DOC-US-79-8-D4), BE APPROVED, SUBJECT TO THE.COMNENTS OF 
U.C.C.C. (DOC-US-79-8-Dl). 


- MOTION CARRIED - 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN CHAIKELSON, SECONDED BY PROF. 
WHITELAW, THAT THE CURRICULUM CHANGES IN GEOGRAPHY 
(DOC-US-79-8-D4), BE APPROVED, SUBJECT TO THE COMMENTS OF 
U.C.C.C. (DOC-US-79-8-Dl). 


- MOTION CARRIED - 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN CHAIKELSON, SECONDED BY PROF. 
WHITELAW, THAT THE CURRICULUM CHANGES IN GEOLOGY 
(DOC-US-79-8-D4), BE APPROVED, SUBJECT TO THE COMMENTS OF 
U.C.C.C. (DOC-US-79-8-Dl). 


- MOTION CARRIED - 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN CHAIKELSON, SECONDED BY PROF. 
WHITELAW, THAT THE CURRICULUM CHANGES IN HEALTH 
EDUCATION (DOC-US-79-8-D4), BE APPROVED, SUBJECT TO THE 
COMMENTS OF U.C.C.C. (DOC-US-79-8-D]). 


- MOTION CARRIED - 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN CHAIKELSON, SECONDED BY PROF. 
WHITELAW, THAT THE CURRICULUM CHANGES IN HISTORY 
(DOC-US-79-8-D4), BE APPROVED, SUBJECT TO THE COMMENTS OF 
U.C.C.C. (DOC-US-79-8-Dl). 


Concerning the U.C.C.C. recommendation that general pre-requisites in 300 - level 
courses in History be maintained ( Recommendation IV, C), document 
US-79-8-D]), Prof. Whitelaw explained that the members of U.C.C.C. were in 
general agreement that there was no point in having large numbers of specific 
pre-requisites. However, the Committee wondered whether, at least in certain 
cases, "second year standing" should not be used as a prerequisite. 


It was explained that the question of pre-requisites had been debated at length last 
year, both by the Departmental Curriculum Committee and at a meeting of the 
History Department, and the consensus was that since other Departments in Arts 
and Science, such as English, Religion, Theology, Political Sciences, Philosophy, 
etc., have already abolished pre-requisites at the 300-level, the History 
Department would be in a very vulnerable position, particularly at a time of 
shrinking enrolments, if it did not do the same thing. It was also argued that 
History courses, unlike Language, Mathematics or Chemistry courses, were not 
necessarily sequential and introductory pre-requisite courses in History did not 
seem to be as necessary for providing the foundation of knowledge needed in other 
disciplines. Further, it has been the experience in the History Department that, 
apart from Seminars and Honours courses at the 200 and 300 - levels, students 
were in no way handicapped in coming into a 300 - level History course from 
another department or from C.E.G.E.P.,(if the student was in the History 
Department),and were able to cope just as well without having taken introductory 
History courses. 


Prof. Whitelaw advised that U.C.C.C might well have misunderstood the rational 
of the History Department which stated that "We want to open our 300-level 
courses to students from other disciplines who might wish to take a more 
specialized course. This may require some adjustment in the way these courses 
are taught but we believe the change is necessary." He pointed out that U.C.C.C. 
was not suggesting specific pre-requisites, recognizing that History was not 
necessarily a sequential discipline but rather the Committee was suggesting that 
since History wished to make these courses available to people elsewhere, 
perhaps the answer was to have "second year standing" as a pre-requisite. This 
would allow students who have already had experience in another Department, to 
take these courses. 


Dr. O’Brien wondered whether this was similar to the English question, where 
there hasn't been enough time for contacts to be made, or was it a case where there 
were two differences of opinion which were now before Senate. 


Prof. Adley advised that the matter has been thoroughly aired at all levels, 
including the Arts and Science Curriculum Committee, and the response from the 
History Department has been precisely what has been presented to Senate at this 
meeting. 


Dr. O’Brien advised that it appeared therefore that it would serve no particular 
purpose to allow another two weeks for further consideration, as had been 
proposed by the amendment put forward by Prof. Giguere with respect to 
English. With respect to the suggestion by U.C.C.C. (Recommendation IV, b), 
document US-79-8-Dl), that "general pre-requisites in 300-level courses in 


History be maintained", he wondered whether U.C.C.C. wished to pursue the 
issue, or having made the suggestion and having it rejected, was the matter ended 
insofar as U.C.C.C. was concerned. 


Prof. Whitelaw advised that U.C.C.C. has not received an official response on the 
issue and therefore he was obliged to stick to the Recommendation. 


Dr. O’Brien advised that Senate could either pass the "Giguere" amendment, as it 
did in the case of English, or Senate could proceed to debate the issue at this 
meeting. He explained that the motion before Senate meant, in effect, that this was 
a point to be resolved (Recommendation IV, b), document US-79-8-Dl), before the 
curriculum changes in History were approved. 


It was suggested that the "Giguere amendment" be applied to this item, with the 
proviso that if U.C.C.C. comes to Senate with a disagreement with the position of 
the History Department, that disagreement be a reasoned one and that Senate be 
presented with very clear reasons as to why U.C.C.C. retains its original position. 


AN AMENDMENT WAS MOVED BY PROF. FANCOTT, SECONDED BY 
MR. LAJOIE, THAT THE CONDITION OUTLINED IN 
RECOMMENDATION IV, c), (DOC-US-79-8-Dl), BE RETAINED, SUBJECT 
TO U.C.C.C. COMING BACK TO SENATE IN TWO WEEKS WITH A 
REPORT AND RECOMMENDATIONS; AND THAT IF THERE IS A 
DISAGREEMENT BETWEEN U.C.C.C. AND THE POSITION OF THE 
HISTORY DEPARTMENT, THE U.C.C.C. REPORT BE A REASONED ONE. 


It was stated that it was clear that there were many 300-level courses in Arts and 
Science and the 300 number served as a guideline to students in that they might 
want to take 200-level courses in their first year, 300-level courses in their second 
year, and 400-level courses in their third year. It was argued that adding 
pre-requisites would not make this any clearer. It was further argued that some of 
the 200-level courses were already taken in C.E.G.E.P. and a pre-requisite "second 
year standing" would not help the situation in any way. 


It was also stated that the issues being raised at Senate were raised with the 
History Department and at the Faculty Council. Essentially, the issue was that 
the feeling of the History Department was that pre-requisites should have 
pedagogical grounds and reasons, which did not seem to be the case in this 
instance. It was argued that a further delay of two weeks and another response 
from the History Department, which the Department has already given to the 
Faculty Council, would serve no purpose. 


It was explained that the amendment was not intended to be a value judgement 
whatsoever on the reply from the History Department. Rather it was intended to 
allow Senate to make a judgement on the basis of more information. In fact, the 
intent was simply to give U.C.C.C. a chance to reply to the response from the 
History Department and to formulate an opinion on it. 


It was argued that what was at issue was the fact that both U.C.C.C. and the 
History Department, as well as the Faculty Council, agree that there should be no 
History pre-requisites for the courses in question. That was, there was complete 
agreement with the idea that students who have not previously taken History, 
should be allowed into these courses. The issue to be resolved was whether or not 
only second year students should be allowed into these courses or whether 
students who were just entering the University should not also be allowed into 
these courses. The feeling was expressed that the arguments both for and against 
that issue could be looked at quickly here and now and a decision taken. 


THE AMENDMENT WAS VOTED ON AND WAS NOT CARRIED. 


It was suggested that the explanation that in general 200-level courses were 
intended to be taken by first year students, 300-level courses by second year 
students and 400-level courses by third year students, should be incorporated into 
the Calendar. 


AN AMENDMENT WAS MOVED BY DR. TADDEO, SECONDED BY DR. 
WALL, THAT RECOKENDATION IV, C), (DOC-US-79-8-Dl), BE 
DELETED. 


THE AMENDMENT WAS CARRIED. 


THE MAIN MOTION AS AMENDED WAS VOTED ON AND WAS 
CARRIED. 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN CHAIKELSON, SECONDED BY PROF. 
WHITELAW, THAT THE CURRICULUM CHANGES IN 
INTERDISCIPLINARY STUDIES (DOC-US-79-8-D4 AND ADDENDUM) BE 
APPROVED, SUBJECT TO THE COMMENTS OF U.C.C.C. 
(DOC-US-79-8-Dl). 


With respect to the Centre for Interdisciplinary Studies, the feeling was expressed 
that we had a situation where not only courses and programmes were being 
frozen, but also where the whole status of the Centre itself was being questioned. 
It was stated that the situation had been experienced where 


courses were listed in the Calendar two years in a row, but the courses were not 
offered during those years. It was further stated that there were students 
presently enrolled in courses in the Centre who did not even know where the 
Centre was going and were not even sure of the fact that the Centre was still in 
existence. It was further stated that Senate would soon be debating curriculum 
changes in a Department where existence was not even as sure as the courses that 
would be taught in it. It was argued that Senate should look into the whole 
programme and what was happening in the Centre for Interdisciplinary Studies 
before we agree to courses and programmes for a Centre that may not even be 
there. 


Senate was advised that the whole future of the Centre for Interdisciplinar7 
Studies was under discussion at the present time and a report on the matter would 
be coming to the Arts and Science Faculty Council and subsequently to Senate. 
However, it was pointed out that the programmes themselves, which were now 
before Senate, were not under discussion and it would be in order for Senate to 
approve the programmes which were being recommended. 


Dr. O’Brien stated that the issues that have been raised were obviously important 
ones, but in a sense were not directly a part of that was now before Senate, which 
was the programmes. 


Dr. Wall advised that he was prepared to answer all of the questions that have 
been raised, but in the Arts and Science Faculty Council, as opposed to Senate, 
when those issues will be debated. 


It was wondered whether Senate would be running the risk, if we approve these 
courses, of putting courses in the Calendar in a "unit", smaller or otherwise, which 
may eventually cease to exist. 


Dr. Wall assured Senate that no programmes would disappear and that courses 
were in progress. If the Faculty Council decides to do something with the overall 
structure, Senate would be informed accordingly and appropriate changes would 
be recommended to Senate. He felt that it would be very premature to discuss the 
issues that have been raised at this meeting. 


Dr. O’Brien advised that what was before Senate today should be separated from 
the other questions that have been raised, which were clearly going to be discussed 
by the Arts and Science Faculty Council in the course of the present year. In the 
interim the programme structures do exist and would continue to exist because 
they could not be discontinued without the matter coming before Senate. 


It was pointed out that the motion presently before Senate included the 
curriculum changes for the Centre for Interdisciplinary Studies which appeared in 
the Addendum to document US-79-8-D4. 


THE MOTION WAS VOTED ON AND WAS CARRIED. 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN CHAIKELSON, SECONDED BY PROF. 
WHITELAW, THAT THE CURRICULUM CHANGES IN JOURNALISM 
(DOC-US-79-8-D4), BE APPROVED, SUBJECT TO THE COMMENTS OF 
U.C.C.C. (DOC-US-79-8-Dl). 


- MOTION CARRIED - 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN CHAIKELSON, SECONDED BY PROF. 
WHITELAW, THAT THE CURRICULUM CHANGES IN LIBRARY 
STUDIES (DOC-US-79-8-D4), BE APPROVED, SUBJECT TO THE 
COMMENTS OF U.C.C.C. (DOC-US-79-8-D]). 


- MOTION CARRIED - 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN CHAIKELSON, SECONDED BY PROF. 
WHITELAW, THAT THE CURRICULUM CHANGES IN MATHEMATICS 
(DOC-US-79-8-D4), BE APPROVED, SUBJECT TO THE COMMENTS OF 
U.C.C.C. (DOC-US-79-8-Dl). 


- MOTION CARRIED - 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN CHAIKELSON, SECONDED BY PROF. 
WHITELAW, THAT THE CURRICULUM CHANGES IN MODERN 
LANGUAGES (ADDENDUM TO DOCUMENT US-79-8-D4), BE 
APPROVED, SUBJECT TO THE COMMENTS OF U.C.C.C. 
(DOC-US-79-8-Dl). 


Prof. Adley explained that in part the curriculum changes represented an attempt 
by the Modern Languages Department to regularize the course numbers in the 
various areas within the Department. Also, the additions were in large measure 
due to the introduction of seminars and slot-courses at the 400-level, which would 
eventually replace some of the more specifically titled 400-level courses. He 
further advised that some of the course additions were three credit courses which 
represent the second half of existing six credit courses. These were being 
introduced to take advantage of the January entrants and also to be able to offer 
courses to students who have had some level of training in a particular language. 


Senate's attention was drawn to the recommendation from U.C.C.C. concerning 
"the selection of and financial support of potential offerings under the 'Modern 
Languages’ title", (Recommendation IV, d), document (US-79-8-D]1)). The concern 
was over the large increase in the number of courses proposed without any 
specific statement from either the Department or the Faculty, on resource 
implications. 


With respect to the three credit courses being proposed as the second half of 
existing six credit courses, it was explained that if there were substantial numbers 
of people requiring these courses, separate sections would be struck and the 
resources would be met from the normal Faculty part-time budgets. If only a few 
people were involved, they would be incorporated into existing sections of the six 
credit courses. In so far as the seminar courses were concerned, it was explained 
that these were normally low enrolment courses which do not normally count as 
part of the teaching load. With respect to the courses specifically labled "Modern 
Language", it was anticipated that these would be funded largely by those groups 
or communities that were interested in mounting the particular courses. 


Dr. O’Brien noted that insofar as the Modern Languages curriculum proposals 
were concerned, there were a number of points raised in the U.C.C.C. Report 
(Recommendation IV, d), document US-79-8-D]), as was the case with respect to 
English. He wondered whether this was a situation where there was the 
possibility of more exchange over the next two weeks which would clarify and 
eliminate a number of these points. If so, the "Giguere Amendment" might be 
useful. Otherwise, Senate could attempt now to resolve the 4 or 5 separate issues 
raised in the U.C.C.C. Report. 


AN AMENDMENT WAS MOVED BY PROF. GIGUERE, SECONDED BY 
PROF. KIRPALINI, THAT THE CONDITIONS OUTLINED IN 
RECOMMENDATION IV, D), (DOC-US-79-8-Dl), BE RETAINED, 
SUBJECT TO U.C.C.C. COMING BACK TO SENATE IN TWO WEEKS 
WITH A REPORT AND RECOMMENDATIONS. 


In support of the amendment, Senate was reminded of previous comments which 
were made praising U.C.C.C. for the high quality summaries which it has prepared 
on the curriculum presentations,. It was pointed out that U.C.C.C. has, received 
from Senate the mandate to be coordinating, in order to facilitate some learning 
process and it was felt that because of the seriousness of U.C.C.C.'s coordinating 
mandate, the idea of a further two weeks study of the particular issues raised in 
Recommendation IV, d), would be welcomed. 


It was stated that Senate seemed to be treating all of the curriculum changes as if 
they arise strictly for academic reasons and the feeling was expressed that 


Senators should be more honest and state, in each case, what the reasons might be. 
It was pointed out that we have heard that some prerequisites were being 
dropped, not for academic reasons, but rather for survival reasons. If that was the 
case, Senators should be made aware of that and should consider it. It was recalled 
that pre-requisites were put in ten years ago for non-academic reasons, in that 
there were too many people attempting to get into the courses. At that time it was 
said that the pre-requisites were being put in for academic reasons, but in fact it 
was for non-academic reasons. It was suggested that U.C.C.C. should indicate in 
its Reports whether a given change was based on academic or non-academic 
reasons, 


As an example, the feeling was expressed that if Modern Languages wished to 
have a full series of courses in different languages in order to "test the water" ,it 
should say so, and should propose courses on a one or two year basis. It was 
further stated that it was perfectly legitimate that at this time we must look at 
curriculum changes not only from the point of view of academic reasons, but for 
non-academic reasons as well and Senate should be so informed and should base 
its decisions on that. 


Dr. O’Brien advised that the above suggestion, if mandated to U.C.C.C., would be 
a responsibility which obviously should rest not only with the Committee, but 
with the initiating units and the Faculties concerned as well. He felt that this was a 
very important point and one which would merit some real reflection, certainly by 
the Curriculum Coordinating Committee, but not exclusively there. However, all 
that Senate could do at this point, was perhaps to recommend the idea to the 
attention of the various levels that were concerned with curriculum matters. 


Concern was voiced over the whole question of minor changes and whether or not 
they required Senate approval. It was suggested that perhaps there might be some 
other route for vetting these changes, which would reduce the volume considerably 
and Senate would then be free to deal with the critical issues. 


Dr. O’Brien stated that while that could certainly be considered, it was his 
impression that over the past years we have achieved a much better ordered 
consideration of curriculum matters than was the case five years ago and we 
should not underestimate the progress that has been made. No doubt there were 
still other changes that would be useful. 


THE AMENDMENT WAS VOTED ON AND WAS CARRIED. 


THE MAIN MOTION, AS AMENDED, WAS VOTED ON AND WAS 
CARRIED. 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN CHAIKELSON, SECONDED BY PROF. 
WHITELAW, THAT THE CURRICULUM CHANGES IN PHILOSOPHY 
(DOC-US-79-8-D4), BE APPROVED, SUBJECT TO THE COMMENTS OF 
U.C.C.C. (DOC-US-79-8-DI). 


- MOTION CARRIED - 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN CHAIKELSON, SECONDED BY PROF. 
WHITELAW, THAT THE CURRICULUM CHANGES IN PHYSICS 
(DOC-US-79-8-D4), BE APPROVED, SUBJECT TO THE COMMENTS OF 
U.C.C.C. (DOC-US-79-8-Dl). 


- MOTION CARRIED - 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN CHAIKELSON, SECONDED BY PROF. 
WHITELAW, THAT THE CURRICULUM CHANGES IN POLITICAL 
SCIENCE (DOC-US-79-8-D4), BE APPROVED, SUBJECT TO THE 
COMMENTS OF U.C.C.C. (DOC-US-79-8-D]). 


- MOTION CARRIED - 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN CHAIKELSON, SECONDED BY PROF. 
WHITELAW, THAT THE CURRICULUM CHANGES IN PSYCHOLOGY 
(DOC-US-79-8-D4), BE APPROVED, SUBJECT TO THE COMMENTS OF 
U.C.C.C. (DOC-US-79-8-Dl). 


- MOTION CARRIED - 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN CHAIKELSON, SECONDED BY PROF. 
WHITELAW, THAT THE CURRICULUM CHANGES IN RELIGION 
(DOC-US-79-8-D4), BE APPROVED, SUBJECT TO THE COMMENTS OF 
U.C.C.C. (DOC-US-79-8-Dl). 


- MOTION CARRIED - 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN CHAIKELSON, SECONDED BY PROF. 
WHITELAW, THAT THE CURRICULUM CHANGES IN SCIENCE 
(DOC-US-79-8-D4), BE APPROVED, SUBJECT TO THE COMMENTS OF 
U.C.C.C. (DOC-US-79-8-Dl). 


With respect to the comment from U.C.C.C. concerning the proposed new 
prerequisite structure, (item 25.2, page 20, document US-79-8-D]l), Prof. Trudel 
advised that all the courses concerned were offered off campus and students were 


required to spend two and a half hours, two evenings each week, for fourteen 
weeks. With that kind of a commitment it has been unknown within the 
Certificate programme, for a student to take two courses at the same time. 
However he asked that the pre-requisite requirement be removed, because of the 
changes to the course numbers, and instead, a note be added, to the effect "that 
new students entering into the programme are strongly recommended to take 
Science 315 as the first course." 


AN AMENDMENT WAS MOVED BY PROF. TRUDEL, SECONDED BY 
DEAN COHEN, THAT THE PRE-REQUISITES BE REMOVED, AND THAT 
NEW STUDENTS ENTERING THE PROGRAMME BE STRONGLY 
RECOMMENDED TO TAKE SCIENCE 315 AS THE FIRST COURSE. 


- AMENDMENT CARRIED - 


THE MAIN MOTIONAS AMENDED, WAS VOTED ON AND WAS 
CARRIED. 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEANCHAIKELSON, SECONDED BY PROF. 
WHITELAW, THAT THE CURRICULUM CHANGES IN SOCIOLOGY AND 
ANTHROPOLOGY (DOC-US-79-8-D4), BE APPROVED, SUBJECT TO THE 
COMMENTS OF U.C.C.C. (DOC-US-79-8-D]). 


With respect to Recommendation IV, e),(DOC-US-79-8-D]), it was explained that 
the pre-requisite structure that was in place for courses for advanced work in 
Sociology, required either a six credit course or a three credit course. That was, 
there would be sufficient work in the first year to allow students, even January 
entrants, to enter 300 and 400 level courses in their second year. Pre-requisites for 
most of the advanced courses in Sociology read "Sociology 200; or 220 or 320, 
which were both three credit courses. Also, those courses would be available in 
the second term, should there be sufficient demand. 


With respect to justification for introductory-level slot courses, it was explained 
that in an attempt to reduce costs in Sociology, and not to keep a large number of 
courses on the books that were never offered, the Department has deleted a lot of 
selected topics and replaced these with slot courses. 


AN AMENDMENT WAS MOVED BY DEAN SWAMY, SECONDED BY 
PROF. BHAT-.,TAGAR, TIVAT RECOMMENDATION IV, E), PAGE 21, 
DOCUMENT US-79-8-Dl), BE REMOVED. 


- AMENDMENT CARRIED - 


79-8-7 


THE MAIN MOTION, AS AMENDED, WAS VOTED ON AND WAS 
CARRIED. 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN CHAIKELSON, SECONDED BY PROF. 
WHITELAW, THAT THE CURRICULUM CHANGES IN THE TEACHING 
OF ENGLISH AS A SECOND LANGUAGE (PAGE 83, DOCUMENT 
US-79-8-D4), BE APPROVED, SUBJECT TO THE COMMENTS OF 
U.C.C.C. (DOCUS-79-8-Dl). 


- MOTION CARRIED - 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAND CHAIKELSON, SECONDED BY PROF. 
WHITELAW, THAT THE CURRICULUM CHANGES IN EDUCATION 
(ADDENDUM TO DOCUMENT US-79-8-D4), BE APPROVED, SUBJECT 
TO THE COMMENTS OF U.C.C.C. (DOC-US-79-8-Dl). 


- MOTION CARRIED - 


It was noted that the curriculum changes in Health Education, Biophysical 
Education, and Androgogy ( page 100, Addendum to document US-79-8-D4), had 
been voted on earlier. 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN CHAIKELSON, SEOCNIDED BY PROF. 
WHITELAW, THAT THE CURRICULMI CHANGES IN THE SCHOOL OF 
COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC AFFAIRS, (ADDENDUM TO DOCUMENT 
US-79-8-D4), BE APPROVED, SUBJECT TO THE COMMENTS OF 
U.C.C.C. (DOCUS-79-8-Dl). 


- MOTION CARRIED - 


Honours Regulations - Faculty of Arts and Science 


Dean Chaikelson presented and explained the Honours Regulations in the Faculty 
of Arts and Science (DOC-US-79-8-D5). IT WAS MOVED BY DR. WALL, 
SECONDED BY DR. DESPLAND, THAT THE HONOURS REGULATIONS 
IN THE FACULTY OF ARTS AND SCIENCES (DOC-US-79-8-D5), BE 
APPROVED. 


- MOTION CARRIED - 


Adjournment 


79-8-8 The meeting was adjourned at 5:30 p.m. 


John Noonan 
Secretary of Senate 


